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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Gibbs International (Gibbs) appealsthe district court's judgment in
this case involving a Freedom of Information Act 1 (FOIA) request.
Gibbs, the plaintiff, buys and sells used textile equipment on aworld-
wide basis. One of its wholly-owned subsidiariesis based in Ger-
many. During the course of an audit of Gibbs, the Internal Revenue
Service wrote German tax officials suggesting they participatein a
simultaneous tax examination of Gibbs and its German subsidiary.
After Gibbs learned of the IRS letter, it requested the IRS to disclose
the contents of the letter under the terms of FOIA. The IRS denied
Gibbs request, claiming the |etter was exempt under the Freedom of
Information Act.2 Gibbs filed an administrative appeal with the IRS.
The IRS failed to respond within 20 days, as required by law.3

Gibbs then filed suit in district court,4 seeking disclosure of the let-

15U.S.C.A. §552 (West 1996 & Supp. 1997).

2 Seeid. § 552(8)(6)(C)(b) (West 1996) (exempting certain informa-
tion).

3 Seeid. §552(a)(6)(A)(ii) (West 1996) (requiring agency to respond
within 20 days to FOIA request).

4 Seeid. § 552(a)(6)(C) (West 1996) (providing that person has
exhausted administrative remedies when agency fails to act on appeal
within 20 days, and thereforeis entitled to maintain action in district
court).




ter and seeking to compel the IRS to produce a Vaughn index.5 The
district court examined the documents in camera and granted sum-
mary judgment in favor of the IRS. The district court denied Gibbs
request for reconsideration, however, and this appeal followed.

We have reviewed the record, the briefs and heard oral argument
by the parties. We find no error in the district court's decision and
therefore affirm its grant of summary judgment in favor of the IRS.

AFFIRMED

5 A Vaughn index is adescription of each item withheld by the agency
in response to a FOIA request. It must be sufficiently detailed that the
district court can determine whether the material is exempt from disclo-
sure under FOIA. Ethyl Corp. v. United States Environmental Protection
Agency, 25 F.3d 1241, 12144 n.1 (4th Cir. 1994); Vaughn v. Rosen, 484
F.2d 820 (D.C. Cir. 1973).
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